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Genwal Coal Company
P.0. Box 1201
Huntington, Utal 84527

Crandall Canyon Mine
Utah Permit No. 015/032

Overslght Inspection
March 7, 1989

Participants:

Rade H. Orell, steve Rathbun, Office of Surface Mining Reclamation
and Enforcenent (0OBMRE); Harold Samdbeck, Utah Division of 0il, Gas,

and Mlning (DOGM); Andrew King, Alan Childs, Genwal Coal Company
(operator).

Mine Site Evaluation Tnspection Report:

The Mine Site Evaluation Inspeclion Report form has been completed to
reflect the overslght Inspeclion., The inspectlion resulted in the
issuance of a Ten-Day Notice (TDN) to the state of Utah. The number 2
Is at perforuwance standard code D, Sediment Control Measures to
reflect TDN 89-02-107-1. The TDN Is explalned In grealer detail later
fa thls report. The DOGM lnspeclor issued a Notice of Violatlon (NOV)
as a result of the Inspection. The nuwber 2 is at performance
standard code M, Topsoll Handling to reflect the lssuance of the Nov.
The NOV is also explained in greater detail later iIn this report.

Introduction:

The Inspectlon commenced the worning of March 7 and terminated in the
late afternoon of the same day. The weather was clear and mild.
Ground conditions were wet due to snow mell. A Pentax camera was used
to photograph areas of interest. The lInspection Included observations
of the Mohrland Loadout, Crandall Canyon Mlne and records relative Lo
the mine. T provided the vperator's representalive with Lhe
oppurtunity Lo review my credentlals.

Mohrland Loadout:

The inspection commenced with observatlons of the Mohrland Loadout .
The operator's representatives referenced above were not present for
this part of the inspectlon. We advised the representatlives of the

inspection of the loadout when we arrived at the office in
Huntington.
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The inspectlion Indlicated that coal loadlng 1s ongoing. The "permit"
“for Lhe loadout explred In December 1988. Genwal ls continulng to use
the facllity although the coal is not being processed. The operator
Is loading mine run coal into rall Caks . The operator's
representative expressed the cmupan intent to continue using the
facllity. The loadout is approximalely 8 miles from the mine site “as
the crow flies"™ and approximately 28 miles from the mine site via
established roads. The facility has also been used by another
operator for the purpose of coal loading.

The inspection indlicated that the slte Is typical for a coal loadout.
The site has apparently been historically used as a loadout. Thls was
Indicated by the degree of disturbance. The facility i1s located on a
stream that was [lowing at the time of the inspection and may well be
perennial. An undersized sediment pond is In place on the east end of
the area. The pond was an exlsting structure at the tlme Genwal
commenced using Lhe site. The Company upgraded the structure hy
installing a splllway (12 inch CMP). The pond Is sized to handle Lhe
4-year, 24-hour storm. Most of Lhe dralinage from the site reporls to
the pond. There is some qusellon as to the operator's obligalions and
liability with respect to the pond. Tn particular, the pond does not
meet the criterla for a bermanent structure. Althoungh the pond
exlsted at the time the operator's loading activities commenced by
their use of the structure Genwal may liave Incurred a certain amount
of 1liability. The same question applies Lo the site as a whole. That
quesllion is not resolved at this writing. In addition, there ls the
question of "at or near" as applies Lo the requirement to permil the
loadout. This also 1s not resolved al Lhis writing.

Crandall Canyon Mine:

The inspection of the mine site Commenced at the upper bench at the

east end of the [acility and terminated with the records review in
the Huntington office,

The Inspection included obsexrvatlions of the upper bench, lower bench,
substation, sediment pond, topsoll stockpiles and slgns and markers,

Upper Bench - With respect to the upper bench we walked the
undisturbed drainage pipe UD-3 to its outlet. We confirmed that the
Pipe was Intact at the time of tLhe inspection. We observed that the
berm above the Inlet to culvert -6 needs Lo be walntalned, I the
berm material contloues to settle & by-pass may result. We also
confirmed the Integrity of the culvert to its outlet. We walked the
upper bench in a westerly direction. We observed ditch DD-8. While
minor maintenance of the ditch may be peeded the structure was intact
and capable of functioning as intended at the time of the

Inspection.

Lower Bench - For the purpose of this report the lower bench includes

the Forest Service parking area, the parking/storage area, the road
and the stockpile area.




Page 3

The 1nspection of the forest sexvice parking area indlicated that the
operator Is using the facllity to store snow removed from Lhe
adjacent pParking/storage area. The Inspection indicated the snow
includes coal and other debris Lforw the pad., The facllity 1s nol
within the disturbeq area boundary. The drainage [rom the patking
area does not report to the sediment pond. While the operator has
installed strawbales to control runoff from the site an approved
"Small Area Exemption" (SAE) dues pot exist. Therefore, the TDN
referenced above was issued to Lhe slate of Utah citing UMC 817.42,
Lhe requirement to pass all surlace drainage from the disturbed area,
Including areas that have been graded, seeded, or planted through a
sedlmentatlon pond, serles of sedlmentation ponds or other treatment
facility before leaving the perwil area as the regulation belleved Lo
have been violated. :

The Inspection of the road from Lhe parking storage area to Lhe coal
stockplle area Indicated that dralnage from the west end of the
facllity and its outslope is treated via alternate sedlment control
devices approved pursuant to an SAE (SAE #1). Dralnage from Lhe area
immedlately Lo the east of the SAE «long the outslope also does not
report to the sedlment pond. This areda 1s nol covered by an SAE and
alternate sediment control devices are not In place. We measured the
area where sediment control is required at approximately 220 feet in
length. The problem is compounded in that when maintenance, in the
forwm of grading of the road surlace, 1s conducted the waterial is
generally carrled to the road outslope. The state Inspector indicated
that 511t fences were removed from the area last May because 1t was
determined that the "grass [iller®™ on Lhe outslope was adequale to
control sediment. While that way have been Lhe case lasl spring Uhis
inspection did not indicate that such was the case. This inspection
indicated that the vatslope 1s rocky, vegetation is sparse and
erosion in the form of small rills was evident. Snow melt runoff was
occurring at the time of the inspection. I advised the DOGM
representative that in my estimation the violation existed at the
Lime of the last state complete [nspectlon (Janurary 4, 1989). The
TDN referenced above includes Lhe faillure to pass situatlon along the
road outslope,

Additlional dralnage controls Inspected on the lower bench included
culverts c-2, c-3, C-4, and Ditches DP-6 and DD-7. All were found to
be Intact and functlional at Lhe Lime of the inspection.

We also. inspected an additiona)l SAE (SAE #3) on the same road
outslope on the east end of the area. The silt fences were 1in place
and partially covered by snow in some areas. The fences will need to
be malntained as the snow melts to ensure that a by-pass does not
occur. The same applles to treatment devices at SAE #1.

Sediment Pond - The Inspection iadicated that the sedlment pond ls In
good repair. A small leak at the primary outlet has been noted by the
operator and DOGM however it was not flowing at the time of the
inspection. Sawples are collected when the leak flows. The pond wmay
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need to be decanted in order to repalr Lhe leak. We observed the
plezoweter in the bond embankment. We were not able to see the
required 60 percent sediment markers., The operator's representative
Indicated that the warkers are in place but not visible because of
the level of water in the pond. We also observed a silt fence at the
toe of the sedlment pond embankment. The fence was apparently
Installed to provide sediment control while the pond was belng
constructed. We questioned the need Lo malntain the fence given the
vegetated state of the pond outslope and that sedlment control for
sediwent control is not a regulalory requirement.

Substation - The Inspection of the substation pad indlcated that the
area was generally in good repalr at the time of the inspection. The
drainage from this site including the adjacent reclalmed slopes 1is
4150 covered by an approved SAE (SAR #2). The dralinage reporls Lo a
small stilling basin before discharging from the site via culverl UD-
1. Straw was in place on the reclaimed road that drains to the basin.
Strawbales on the south slde of the basin have apparently been
destroyed by wildlife and need Lo be replaced, Deainage thal way hy-
Pass the destroyed bales does not leave Lhe site withoul elther
flowing through the sti1ling bastn oc soulh in Lhe vicinity of diteh
DD-1 to be retalned within Lhe dislurbed area.

Topsoll Stockpiles - There are three topsoll stockplles located on
the haul road outside what is terwed the disturbed area. The
stockplles are part of Lhe perwit area; they also qualify as
disturbed area. The dralnage frow the stockpiles does not dratn to a
sediment pond nor does the operator have an approved SAE. Therefore,
Lhe TDN also Included "fallure Lo pass" from the topsoll stockpiles.
Tu addition, the DogM representative issued an NOV to the company for
failure Lo protect topsoll stockpiles from erosion. The east end of
the upper most stockpile was being subject Lo runofll from the road at
the time of the Inspection. The runolf was causing erosion of Cthe
stockpiled material, We agreed thal Lhe problem occured since the
last state complele inspection,. :

Slgns and Markers - We observed the Mine ID Sign, Buffer Zone Signs,
Topsoll Stockplle Signs, and Dislurbed Boundary wmwarkers.

Records Review:

The records review included observations and/or discussions of the
NPDES quarterly monitoring reports for 1988, NPDES Permit UT-0024368,
certificate of liability, 1988 ground water, and surface water
monltoring, Special Use Permit from the US Forest Service for the
parking area and haul road, sediment pond cextificatlon, quarterly
sedlment pond inspection reports, sedlument pond embankment plezoneter
monitoring, and subsidence monitoring. Tf problems exisl wilh the
records they were not detected during this Inspection.

Close-0ut:
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The close-out discussion was a relteratlon of Lhe days Inspection.
The DOGM laspector iIssued the NOV for the violation described above,
I advised the operator of the TDN and provided thelr representative
with the oppurtunity to photocopy it. The DOGM inspector issued a
Coal MRP Amendment/Field Decision Form in response to the TDN. The
Inspector indlicated that the form was being issued as a means of
addressing the TDN pursuanl Lo INE Direclive 27 as o permit
deficlency. The TDN was 1ssued for a performance standard violation
and not a permit deficlency.

We also discussed the "ab or near" test for the Mohrland Loadoul and
Lhe distinct possibility that the haul road from the mine site to Lhe
hlghway (approxlimately 1.5 wmiles) will have Lo bhe permitted pursuant
Yo recenl amendmenls Lo the federal regulalions (Federal
Reglisler/vVol. 52, No. 216/Tuesday, November 8, 1988),
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